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the Cities program is fully imple-
mented, it will protect nearly 100 mil-
lion people across this country. 

I would like to thank the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security for its hard 
work and commitment to this pro-
gram. Given the alarming terrorist 
threat from ISIS and al Qaeda and 
their willingness to carry out an at-
tack using a weapon of mass destruc-
tion, this program could not be more 
vital. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H.R. 655. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

655. 
For over a decade, the Securing the 

Cities program has provided a growing 
number of first responders from New 
York City and Newark, New Jersey to 
Los Angeles and Long Beach to Wash-
ington, D.C., Houston, and Chicago 
with the tools they need to detect radi-
ological and nuclear threats. 

Securing the Cities is administered 
by the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice, DNDO, which houses the Depart-
ment’s experts on preparing for and re-
sponding to rad/nuc events. 

The program makes funding avail-
able to participating jurisdictions for 
planning and analysis related to radio-
logical and nuclear threats, as well as 
equipment purchases, training, and ex-
ercises. 

Through this program, DNDO sup-
ports grantees by providing subject 
matter expertise, training, coordina-
tion, and technological support. H.R. 
655 would formally authorize the exist-
ing Securing the Cities program and 
improve it by directing the Govern-
ment Accountability Office to assess 
the program and offer recommenda-
tions for how it could become more ef-
fective. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the 
House last Congress by a vote of 441–4. 

Mr. Speaker, the Securing the Cities 
program plays a critical role in pro-
tecting communities across America 
from the threat posed by radiological 
and nuclear weapons. 

H.R. 655 will ensure that this impor-
tant program continues and becomes 
more robust in future years. I urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 655. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I once again urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 655, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
DONOVAN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 655. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MEDICAL PREPAREDNESS 
ALLOWABLE USE ACT 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 437) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to codify authority 
under existing grant guidance author-
izing use of Urban Area Security Ini-
tiative and State Homeland Security 
Grant Program funding for enhancing 
medical preparedness, medical surge 
capacity, and mass prophylaxis capa-
bilities. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 437 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Medical Pre-
paredness Allowable Use Act’’. 
SEC. 2. USE OF CERTAIN HOMELAND SECURITY 

GRANT FUNDS FOR ENHANCING 
MEDICAL PREPAREDNESS, MEDICAL 
SURGE CAPACITY, AND MASS PRO-
PHYLAXIS CAPABILITIES. 

Section 2008 of the Homeland Security Act 
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 609) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (10) 

through (14) as paragraphs (11) through (15), 
respectively; and 

(B) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (10): 

‘‘(10) enhancing medical preparedness, 
medical surge capacity, and mass prophy-
laxis capabilities, including the development 
and maintenance of an initial pharma-
ceutical stockpile, including medical kits, 
and diagnostics sufficient to protect first re-
sponders, their families, immediate victims, 
and vulnerable populations from a chemical 
or biological event;’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(3)(B), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)(10)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(a)(11)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. DONOVAN) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. RICHMOND) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude any extraneous material on the 
bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the 

Committee on Homeland Security’s 
Subcommittee on Emergency Pre-
paredness, Response, and Communica-
tions, I rise today in support of H.R. 
437, the Medical Preparedness Allow-
able Use Act. H.R. 437 was introduced 
by Congressman BILIRAKIS, a former 
chairman of the Emergency Prepared-
ness, Response, and Communications 
Subcommittee. 

This bill amends the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 to make it clear that 

State Homeland Security Grant Pro-
gram and Urban Area Security Initia-
tive Grant funds may be used to en-
hance medical preparedness and pur-
chase medical countermeasures. 

H.R. 437 codifies current grant guid-
ance to ensure that recipients of the 
State Homeland Security Grant Pro-
gram and Urban Area Security Initia-
tive Grants will continue to be able to 
use these funds for medical prepared-
ness equipment and activities. 

Mr. Speaker, the threat of a terrorist 
attack using a chemical or biological 
agent is real. We must ensure our first 
responders have the tools and capabili-
ties they need should such an event 
occur. 

In my district, the City of New York 
has put their Homeland Security 
grants to good use for this purpose. In 
2014, they held a full-scale exercise 
which simulated an anthrax attack on 
the city. Participants from agencies 
across the city, including the health 
department, the New York City Police 
Department, and the Office of Emer-
gency Management worked to set up 
locations to quickly distribute life-
saving medical countermeasures to 
city residents across the five boroughs. 

We must ensure that the State 
Homeland Security Grant Program and 
the Urban Areas Security Initiative 
funds continue to be available, despite 
any changes to yearly grant guidance, 
for exercises like the one conducted by 
New York City and other important 
medical preparedness activities. This 
bill does just that. 

Identical language to H.R. 437 passed 
the House last Congress by a vote of 
377–2. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
BILIRAKIS for introducing this com-
monsense bill. I urge all Members to 
join me in supporting this bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1630 
Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

437. Whether the result of a naturally 
occurring outbreak, like Zika or Ebola, 
or an intentional release of bio-patho-
gens, like anthrax attacks that shook 
Washington immediately after 9/11, we 
must ensure that our public health and 
medical response communities are pre-
pared to respond to events that may 
stretch their capabilities. 

In recent years, the Metropolitan 
Medical Response System Program has 
been eliminated, and grants supported 
by the Department of Health and 
Human Services, such as the Hospital 
Preparedness Program, have been cut. 
As a result, many jurisdictions have 
been forced to make tough choices and, 
in many cases, divert other limited 
funding to support medical prepared-
ness. 

Under current law, the Urban Area 
Security Initiative and the State 
Homeland Security Grant Program 
funding can be used to bolster medical 
preparedness capabilities, but the abil-
ity to use funds for that purpose is con-
tingent on the grant guidance issued 
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every year. H.R. 437 would make en-
hancing medical preparedness and med-
ical surge capacity and capabilities eli-
gible uses of Homeland Security Grant 
funds under the law. 

This measure passed in the House 
last Congress, and I urge my colleagues 
to again support this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS). 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the ranking member for his sup-
port. 

I rise today in support of critical leg-
islation to support public safety and 
first responders, the Medical Prepared-
ness Allowable Use Act, H.R. 437. 

My bill will help secure medical 
countermeasures for first responders, 
ensuring we are prepared for any type 
of emergency. For instance, last year, 
in Florida, we faced the outbreak of 
the Zika virus. 

The Medical Preparedness Allowable 
Use Act means that reliable grant 
funding would be available to conduct 
medical preparedness activities such as 
planning, training, and purchasing pro-
tective equipment to combat Zika or 
other public health threats going for-
ward nationwide. When the worst oc-
curs, our first responders are there for 
us on the front lines. 

I consistently find myself in awe of 
these brave men and women and the 
sacrifices they make on the public’s be-
half. They are heroes. The least we can 
do is make sure they have the tools 
they need to do their jobs and keep us 
safe. That is what my bill seeks to ac-
complish. We want to keep them safe 
as well, Mr. Speaker. 

The legislation authorizes grant 
funds for the stockpiling of counter-
measures, including medical kits, pro-
tective gear, ventilators, and more. 
This should give us all peace of mind to 
know this vital equipment will be there 
in case of a crisis. 

Importantly, the grant fund used in 
H.R. 437 already exists. The bill does 
not require new or additional funding. 
Also significant, this bill has received 
strong bipartisan support. 

I thank my colleagues, Representa-
tives SUSAN BROOKS and PETER KING, 
for being original cosponsors of H.R. 
437. 

I was inspired to write this legisla-
tion during my time as subcommittee 
chairman on the Homeland Security 
Committee after a series of hearings 
with folks from the emergency re-
sponse community. They expressed the 
urgent need for stockpiling these med-
ical countermeasures and for providing 
first responders the assurance that 
grant funding may be used to support 
them now and in the future. They need 
certainty, Mr. Speaker. 

I am proud to have the support of the 
Emergency Services Coalition for Med-
ical Preparedness and the Inter-
national Association of Fire Chiefs on 

this issue. The Medical Preparedness 
Allowable Use Act is going to make a 
difference to protect the public and 
protect our protectors. I strongly urge 
passage today. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support H.R. 
437. Developing and maintaining med-
ical preparedness is an important part 
of national preparedness. State and 
local governments should not have to 
wonder whether they will be able to 
use DHS grant funds for this purpose 
from year to year. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
437. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I once again urge my 
colleagues to support H.R. 437. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
DONOVAN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 437. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

UNITED STATES-ISRAEL CYBER-
SECURITY COOPERATION EN-
HANCEMENT ACT OF 2017 

Mr. RATCLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 612) to establish a grant pro-
gram at the Department of Homeland 
Security to promote cooperative re-
search and development between the 
United States and Israel on cybersecu-
rity. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 612 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘United 
States-Israel Cybersecurity Cooperation En-
hancement Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. UNITED STATES-ISRAEL CYBERSECURITY 

COOPERATION. 
(a) GRANT PROGRAM.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary, in ac-

cordance with the agreement entitled the 
‘‘Agreement between the Government of the 
United States of America and the Govern-
ment of the State of Israel on Cooperation in 
Science and Technology for Homeland Secu-
rity Matters’’, dated May 29, 2008 (or suc-
cessor agreement), and the requirements 
specified in paragraph (2), shall establish a 
grant program at the Department to sup-
port— 

(A) cybersecurity research and develop-
ment; and 

(B) demonstration and commercialization 
of cybersecurity technology. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(A) APPLICABILITY.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, in carrying out a re-
search, development, demonstration, or com-

mercial application program or activity that 
is authorized under this section, the Sec-
retary shall require cost sharing in accord-
ance with this paragraph. 

(B) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the Secretary shall require not 
less than 50 percent of the cost of a research, 
development, demonstration, or commercial 
application program or activity described in 
subparagraph (A) to be provided by a non- 
Federal source. 

(ii) REDUCTION.—The Secretary may reduce 
or eliminate, on a case-by-case basis, the 
percentage requirement specified in clause 
(i) if the Secretary determines that such re-
duction or elimination is necessary and ap-
propriate. 

(C) MERIT REVIEW.—In carrying out a re-
search, development, demonstration, or com-
mercial application program or activity that 
is authorized under this section, awards shall 
be made only after an impartial review of 
the scientific and technical merit of the pro-
posals for such awards has been carried out 
by or for the Department. 

(D) REVIEW PROCESSES.—In carrying out a 
review under subparagraph (C), the Sec-
retary may use merit review processes devel-
oped under section 302(14) of the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 182(14)). 

(3) ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS.—An applicant 
shall be eligible to receive a grant under this 
subsection if the project of such applicant— 

(A) addresses a requirement in the area of 
cybersecurity research or cybersecurity 
technology, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

(B) is a joint venture between— 
(i)(I) a for-profit business entity, academic 

institution, National Laboratory (as defined 
in section 2 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 15801)), or nonprofit entity in the 
United States; and 

(II) a for-profit business entity, academic 
institution, or nonprofit entity in Israel; or 

(ii)(I) the Federal Government; and 
(II) the Government of Israel. 
(4) APPLICATIONS.—To be eligible to receive 

a grant under this subsection, an applicant 
shall submit to the Secretary an application 
for such grant in accordance with procedures 
established by the Secretary, in consultation 
with the advisory board established under 
paragraph (5). 

(5) ADVISORY BOARD.— 
(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish an advisory board to— 
(i) monitor the method by which grants are 

awarded under this subsection; and 
(ii) provide to the Secretary periodic per-

formance reviews of actions taken to carry 
out this subsection. 

(B) COMPOSITION.—The advisory board es-
tablished under subparagraph (A) shall be 
composed of three members, to be appointed 
by the Secretary, of whom— 

(i) one shall be a representative of the Fed-
eral Government; 

(ii) one shall be selected from a list of 
nominees provided by the United States- 
Israel Binational Science Foundation; and 

(iii) one shall be selected from a list of 
nominees provided by the United States- 
Israel Binational Industrial Research and 
Development Foundation. 

(6) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the Secretary 
may accept or retain funds contributed by 
any person, government entity, or organiza-
tion for purposes of carrying out this sub-
section. Such funds shall be available, sub-
ject to appropriation, without fiscal year 
limitation. 

(7) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of completion of a project for which 
a grant is provided under this subsection, the 
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